^<B^i\ I Jntted States Patent and Trademark Office 




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Ullited States Patent and Trademark Office 

Addreia: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

WWW.BfptO.gOV 



| ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NOT 
Q57646 2929 



APPLICATION- NO. 



09/487,2.19 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



01/20/2000 



Norikane Nabata 



7540 



07/07/200J 



SughTue Mion Macpeak & Seas PLLC 
2100 Pennsylvania Avenue N \V 
Washington, DC 20037 



EXAMINER 



VO, HAI 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1771 

DATE MAILED: 07/07/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Advisory Action 



Application No. 

09/487,239 



Examiner 

Hai Vo 



Applicant(s) 

NABATA ET AL. 



Art Unit 

1771 



^fmUNGDAT E of this communk**>n appears on the cover sheet W !th tne correspond* „U~ 



rrA,. o -rn di apf THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

pPRinn FOR REPLY fcheck either a) or b)] 

a) ® The period for reply expires Smooths from the mailing date of the fina , rejectiorii whichever is later. In 

b □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of th,s Advisory Ac to d ate of the final rejection. 

-trcS seeMPEP 

ExtensS^emaybeob^ 

fee have been filed is the date for purposes o deter m.n.nQ_ the ^J^^SsZory period for reply originally set in the final Office acfion; or 

timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

*-i a ™ *a onnt Anrjellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
1 M A Notice of Appeal was filed on ^f^,^^' T t0 avoid dism issal of the appeal. 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFK l.iyna;;, iu avu.u 

2 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 
' (a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
(b) I~l they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); . mnllfllinn thP 

,c! □ Ly are no, deemed ,0 place .he application in better form ,or appea, by materially reducng or s,mp„fy,ng th. 

issues for appeal; and/or . 
(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of Anally re,ected cla,ms. 

NOTE: • 

i n Anniicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . „ Hm ont 

4 □ Sy proposed °r amended claim(s) _ would be ailowable i, submitted in a separate. „me,y „ed amendment 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 R The a)D affidavit. b)D exhibit, or c)H request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place 
application in condition for allowance because: Crrtm/afon SHee J. 

, □ The affidavit or exhibit wil, NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised bv the Examiner in the final rejection. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: 6 and 8-11. 



Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: ? 3.5 and 7. 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



.isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 



8 □ The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement^ PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
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more thanone of numerous shapes a person of ordinary skill in the art would find obvious for the purpose of prov.ding 1 he shape of the a 
f^^u^tSe^tS shape of the air filter medium itself would not render the claims patentable over Tanaka/Herdmg. See 
Graham v. John Deere Co., 
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